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Applicant(s) 

ECKEL ET AL 



Art Unit 
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7sHoZL STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY ,S SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH,S, FROM 

earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

Dia Responsive to communication(s) filed on 10 February 2003 . 
2a)n This action is FINAL. 2b)El This action is non-final. t„ , he merits is 

3D Sincethisapplicationisinconditionforallowanceexceptforfonna^^^^^^^ 

dos?d iS accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle. 1935 CD. 11. 453 O.G. 2^6. 
Disposition of Claims 

4) 12 Claim(s) ^-m U and 17-23 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) 12 Claim(s) 9.in , l4 and 17-23 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) 0 The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner^ 

Applicant r.ay not request that any objection to the drawing{s) be held In abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 

1 DO The proposed drawing correction filed on is: a)^ approved b)D disapproved by the Exam.ner. 

If approved, corrected drawings are required in reply to this Office action. 

12) n The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. 
Priority under 35 U.S.C. §§119 and 120 

1 3) 12 Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(a)-(d) or (f). 

a)l2AII b)D Some*c)n None of: 

1 12 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2 □ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. 

3 □ copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have^en received in this National Stage 
applicafion from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17 2(a)). 

* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 

14) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 1 9(e) (to a provisional application), 
a) □ The translation of the foreign language provisional apP"oation ^as been rece^ed^ 

15) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for domestic pnonty under 35 U.S.C. §§ 120 and/or 121 . 

Attachment(s) 4) □ Inten/lew Summary (PTO-41 3) Paper No(s) • 

1) 12 Notice of References Crted(PTO-892) 5)0 Notice of Infonnal Patent Application (PTO-152) 

2) □ Notice of Draflsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) ^ LJ ^ 

3) □ information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1449) Paper No(s) • omet. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim R j ctions - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the Unrted 
States. 

2. Claims 2-10, 14, and 17-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Eckel et al. 5,672,645. 

3. Eckel et al disclose polycarbonate, graft copolymer and two different phosphates 
in the Abstract, phosphate formulations in column 2, lines 18-55 and from column 7, 
Iine46, to column 8, line 58, polycarbonate structures in column 3, lines 1-60,graft 
copolymers from column 5, line 24 to column 5. line 63, graft copolymer particle sizes in 
column 6, lines 19-20, fluorinated polyolefins from column 8, line 61 to column 9, line 60 
For auxiliary additives, molding process and articles, see from column 9, line 61 to 
column 10, line 51. See also the Examples and claims. Applicants' claims are not 
novel. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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5. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

6. Claims 2-10, 14 and 17-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Eckel et al. 5,672,645, in view of Kakegawa et al. 5,455,292, Lee et 
al. 5,674,924 or Cheil Industries EP 0 731 140, further in view of Wittman et al. 
5,061 ,745, Fuhr et al. 5,157,065, Podszun et al. 5,733,957 or Serini et al. 
4,172,4,172,103. 

7. All references have been discussed previously. The rejection is maintained 
similarly to the one in Paper #14, since Eckel et al. describe the claimed polycarbonate 
structure. 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Peter Szekely whose telephone number is 703-308- 
2460. The examiner can normally be reached on Tuesday-Friday 7:00 a.m.-5:30 p.m. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Vasu Jagannathan can be reached on 703-306-2777. The fax phone 
numbers for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are 703- 
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872-9310 for regular communications and 703-872-931 1 for After Final 
communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703-308- 
0661. 

Peter Szekely 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 1714 

P.S. 

March 24, 2003 




